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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Objections 

1 . Claims 1 , 3, 4, 5, and 1 0 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

Claim 1 recites that the "judging" is "based upon the databases". It is not clear if 
this is the first database, second database, or both. Claim 1 already recites that the 
judging is based upon the standardization parameter data, which resides in the second 
database. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "the databases" in line 4. This limitation should be 
changed to "the first database" since the second database does not contain "numerals 
representing contours of the parts". 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the data" in line 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. It is not clear which "data" is being referred to here. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "attributes" in line 9. This limitation should be 
changed to "said attributes" to make it clear that it is the attributes of the plural parts 
being referred to. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the data" in line 10. It is unclear which data this 
limitation refers to. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "the database" in line 11. It is unclear which 
database this limitation refers to. 

Claim 10 recites the limitation "the data" in line 2. This limitation should be 
changed to "the data of plural parts". 
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Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

3. Claims 8-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because: 

Regarding claim 8, a method is recited which does not require computer 
implementation or use of technology to accomplish. Consequently, the method would 
not produce repeatable, concrete results since subjective human decision is involved. 
Claims 9 and 10 depend from claim 8 and incorporate the same deficiency. The 
"method" of claim 8 should be amended to recite "computer-implemented method". 

Regarding claim 11, the computer program is not tangibly embodied on or in 
some form of computer readable medium, thus the claim is non-statutory. Claim 1 1 
should be amended accordingly (e.g., see claim 12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

4. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the Invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise; and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

5. Claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
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which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. 

Claim 1 recites "a second database storage for storing standardization parameter 
data that are criteria on judgment whether the plural parts are standard parts or not". 
According to pages 15-16 of the specification, this "standardization parameter data" 
comprises one of actual production quantity, cost of processing, or purchase price of the 
different parts with respect to their part numbers. However, the specification is not 
enabling as to how this "standardization parameter data" is actually used as criteria for 
judging whether the plural parts are "standard parts" or not. 

Likewise, claims 5, 8, 11, and 12 recite that the actual production quantity data of 
the plural parts is used to select the "standard parts". However, is it not clear from the 
specification how the actual production quantity data of the piural parts is used to select 
the "standard parts". Are parts that are produced in higher quantity given more priority, 
and selected over similar parts that are produced at a lower quantity? 

Claims 2-4, 6, 7, 9, and 10 depend from claims 1, 5, and 8 and therefore 
incorporate the same deficiencies. 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-12 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 
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Claim 1 recites the limitation "nearby range data" in line 8. It is not clear what 
this limitation refers to. What is the "range data" nearby to? What is the "range data" in 
reference to? 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "parameter name" in line 9. It is not clear what this 
limitation refers to. A parameter of what? 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "the data read out by the nearby range data" in line 

4. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. There is no 
previous mention in the claim of data being read out by the nearby range data or of 
what this limitation means. 

Claim 4 recites the limitation "and judges whether the parameter data of the 
similar parts are collected to judge whether the parts are standard parts or not". This 
limitation is not understood. 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "data of actual production of the plural parts" in line 

5. This limitation is unclear and indefinite and should be changed to "data of actual 
production quantity of the plural parts". 

Claim 5 recites the limitation "nearby range data" in line 7. It is not clear what 
this limitation refers to. What is the "range data" nearby to? What is the "range data" in 
reference to? 

Claim 8 recites the limitation "nearby range data" in line 4. It is not clear what 
this limitation refers to. What is the "range data" nearby to? What is the "range data" in 
reference to? 
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Claim 11 recites the limitation "nearby range data" in line 5. It is not clear what 
this limitation refers to. What is the "range data" nearby to? What is the "range data" in 
reference to? 

Claim 12 recites the limitation "nearby range data" in line 6. It is not clear what 
this limitation refers to. What is the "range data" nearby to? What is the "range data" in 
reference to? 

Claims 2, 3, 6, 7, 9, and 10 depend from claims 1, 5, and 8 and therefore 
incorporate the same deficiencies. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

8. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described In a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, nnore than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

9. As best understood, claims 1-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gear et al. U.S. Patent No. 6,625,607 (e.g., col. 2 lines 15-50, col. 3 lines 
54-63). 

10. As best understood, claims 1-12 are additionally rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) 
as being anticipated by Uchida et al. US 2001/0023376 (e.g., [006]-[0015], [0033], 
[0034], [0039], [0042]-[0049], [0062]). 
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Conclusion 



11. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan A. Jarrett whose telephone number is (703) 308- 
4739. The examiner can normally be reached on 10:00-6:30 M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Leo Picard can be reached on (703) 308-0538. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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Examiner 
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Primary Examiner ^\\t^ 
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